


SECTION 6
LIST OF PREPARERS

Name/Affiliation Degree Discpiir;)(l)i;g:icitv EI::f'isel?::e
EPA

Catherine Fox M.S., Oceanography Senior Environmental Scientist 10
Heinz Mueller M.C.P., City Planning Program Manager 20
Benjamin West M.S., Ecology Project Manager 10
PARSONS

Steven Bach Ph.D., Botany Biologist/Program Manager 24

Dana Brantley B.S., Civil Engineering Principal Planner 17

Jay Claypoole | B S., Environmental Engineering 2 |

Environmental Engineet

Elizabeth Crowell

Ph.D., Archaeology

Senior Archaeologist/Cultural
Resource Task Manager

| Keith Dewey | B.A., Geography Transportation Planner 7 |
| Kriste Elia I M.A., Geography 7GIS Applications 5 l
Alyse Getty I.B A , Env Science/Political Science | Delivery Order Manager I 19 |
| DianeHalsall | B.A.. Anthrovologv/ Sociclogv | Historian/Cultural  Historian | 6 |
|Phillip Jo | M.S., Environmental Engineering | Associate Acoustic Engineer | 2 l
Meredith Kirby B.S., Environmental Health Science Environmental Scientist 2
Cynthia Liccese B.A., History Architectural Historian 6
Chris Martin Ph.D., American Studies Senior Architectural Historian 16
Heidi Rous B.S., Physics Principal Scientist 10
Alexander Sharp M.S., Biology/ Env. Engineering Environmental Engineer 3
Rick Shih MS., Mechanical Engineering Air Quality Engineer 3
Sean Wallace B.A., Environmental Marine Science | Senior Environmental Scientist 6
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SECTION 7
LIST OF RECIPIENTS

The following list includes al the individuals and agencies who received copies of
the Environmental Assessment for the proposed 17th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment Project, Atlanta, Georgia.

ELECTED/APPONTED OFFICIALS

State Senator Vincent D. Fort Atlanta City Councilman Member Michadl I. Bond

State Representative Kathy Ashe
State Representative Douglas C. Dean
State Representative Pam Stanley
Mayor William C. Campbell

Fulton County Commission Chairman
U.S. Congressman John Lewis

U.S. Senator Zell Miller

U.S. Senator Max Cleland

FEDERAL AGENCIES

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Transit Administration

STATE GOVERNMENT

Georgia Department of Transportation
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Environmental Protection Division
Georgia Department of Natural Resources

Wildlife Resources Division

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority
Atlanta Regiona Commission
Atlanta Fulton County Public Library
Centra Library
Peachtree Branch
Atlanta Neighborhood Planning Unit - E
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Atlanta City Councilwoman Felicia Moore
Atlanta City Councilman Lee Morris

Atlanta City Councilwoman Claire Muller
Atlanta City Council President Robert L. Pitts
Atlanta City Councilwoman Debi Stames
Atlanta City Councilwoman Cathy Woolard
Governor Roy Barnes

US. Fish&Wildliife Service
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Advisory Council for Historic Preservation

Georgia Regional Transportation Authority
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Historic Preservation Division

Cobb County Department of Transportation
Fulton County Transportation Administrator
City of Atlanta
Department of Planning, Development and
Neighborhood Conservation
Department of Public Works
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ORGANIZATIONS AND GROUPS

Atlanta History Center

Home Park Community Improvement Association
Loring Heights Neighborhood Association

Ansley Park Civic Association

Midtown Alliance

African-American Environmental Justice Network
Midtown Neighborhood Association

Winter Properties

Post Properties

Atlanta Bicycle Campaign

Woodruff Center for Performing Arts

Norfolk Southern

Atlantic Steel Industries, Inc.

Southern Organizing Committee for Economic and
Socia Justice
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Atlanta Preservation Center
SierraClub

Georgia Ingtitute of Technology

Mills Corporation

Atlanta Journal-Constitution

Central Atlanta Progress

Georgia Tech Foundation

Atlanta Development Authority

The Georgia Conservancy

Southern Environmental Law Center
Georgians for Transportation Alternatives
The PATH Foundation

Georgia Trust for Historic Preservation
Jacoby Atlantic Redevelopment
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ATLANTIC STEEL ZONING CONDITIONS
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AL

ATLANTIC STEEL
Z-97-58 CONDITIONS

1. The property will be rezoned to the C- 4 - C zoning classification with a maximum
development limitation of 50 percent of the allowable residentil FAR and 30 percent of the
alowable non-residentiadl FAR under such classfication. These development limitations
shall apply to the property as a whole and not to any component tract.

2. The property shall be developed in accordance with.the Use Diagram (“Diagram”) attached
hereto and titled “Proposed Atlantic Steed Redevelopment for Jacoby Development
Incorporated, prepared by Thompson, Ventulett, Stainback and Associates stamped received
by the Bureau of Planning April 3, 1998, more particularly as follows:

A. The Street system will be constructed as indicated on the Diagram. Bike lanes shall

be included on 17th Street, State Street (including loop north of 17th Street), and
Center Street.

B. The Area south of 16th Street as shown on the Diagram and east of State Street will
be developed in accordance with the standards of the R-5 zoning ¢lassification.

- C. The area south of 16th Street as shown on the Diagram and between State and
Mecaslin Streets will be developed in accordance with the standards of the RG-3
zoning classification with a maximum 35 height restriction on the State Street side
and those units facing State Street.

D. Areas north of 16th Street as indicated on the Diagram and specified as “Low Rise
Residential- will be restricted to residential use except for a maximum of 10 percent

accessory retail use and shall be contained in buildings not greater than four (4)
doriesin height.

E. Not less than 90 percent of the developed square footage in the area designated as

“Predominantly Residential” on the Diagram shall contain residential and accessory
USES.

3. The development will be subject to restrictive covenants which will provide for maintenance
of open space areas and architectural control, through an architectural review board, of ail
buildings. The developer will include a representative from Home Park neighborhood and a
representative from Loring Heights neighborhood on the architectural review board.

4. The developer will work with the City 1 «d Home Park to limit cut-through traffie on
residential streets perpendicular to and south of 16th Street by means of culde-sacs, speed
— humps, gates, control arms, and other traffic-calming devices. The developer will work with
the City and Loring Heights neighborhood to limit cut-through traffic on Bishop Street




5. There will be open space of not less than seven acres which will include a lake and
landscaped area as indicated in the “Predominantly Residentiad” area of the Diagram.

6. Design standards with dimensions for streetscape, pedestrian circulation and bike paths will
be indicated on the attached drawing from Thompson, Ventulett and Stainback (TVS), and
pedestrian and bicycle elements will be installed concurrently with the street system. These
standards are shown in the attached drawings dated February 2, 1998, stamped received by
the Bureau of Planning April 3, 1998, and respectively include: (@) a plan drawing of
p;c;gosedltith and 17th Streets; (b) a section through 16th Street; and(c) a section through
17t Street.

7. The development will not utilize the existing a-grade crossing over the railroad at Mecadlin
Street, and will not pursue any other crossing into Mecadin Street north of the railroad,
except to provide for a trail link, and will support closure of the crossing by the City.
However, the crossing will be retained as a signalized bike/pedestrian crossing and the
developer shal construct a 12 foot concrete multi-use trail connection to this crossing from
the bike lanes on 17th Street and from the multi-use trail running paralel to the Southern
railroad right-of-way.

8 The developer will incorporate public art as posshble into the development.

9. The Bureau of Buildings shall not issue permits for any buildings or structures on the
property, except for infrastructure improvements (defined as bridge/road access and
water/sawage projects and rcmediation ofexisting utilities) until a contract is approved for
construction of the 17th Street bridge over 1-75/85.

10. The developer will incorporate people movers and other aternative forms of public
transportation into its plans, subject to the required approvals by federa, state, City of
Atlanta, and MARTA, including plans for access to the Marta Arts Center station as well as
provision for connection to the rail corridor to the west and will use its best efforts to see that
such transportation is provided.

11. All buildings dong the new 17th Street in the area of the property designated as “Mixed
Use” on the Diagram will contain ground level retail facing the street.

12. Service and loading areas, will be placed underground or in otherwise inconspicuous aress.

13. All utilities will be underground.

14. The developer will use its best efforts to ensure that development is phased so that the
proposed residential space is developed in advance of, or concurrent with, retail/
commercial space in such a manner that when 100 percent of the proposed retail/
comm.zreial space has been built, 100 percent of the proposed residential space shal aso
have been built.

15. The primary pedestrian entrance to any building shall fact toward the public sdewalk.
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16. Along the new 17th Street in the area of the property designated as “Mixed Use” on the
Diagram, no parking or driveways shall be permitted between any building and the sidewalk,
provided, however, that hotels may have circular driveways in the front of a building for the
purpose of providing for the arrival and departure of guests; and that a building surrounded

on more than one side by public streets may have a circular drive on any one except 17th
Street.

17. Along the new 17th Street in the area of the property designated as “Mixed Use” on the
Diagram, the number of curb cuts shall be limited to one per building per street, provided,
however, that properties fronting on 17th Street shall not be permitted to have curb cuts onto
17th Street, with the exception of parking garages and hotels with circular driveways, which

may have a maximum of two curb cuts from any street frontage which serve a circular
- driveway.

18. Along the new 17th Street in the area of the property designated as “Mixed Usc” on the
Diagram, buildings shall be set back no more than 25 feet from the edge of the Street curb,
except to provide for public plazas, pedestrian space, or usable public green space.

19. The Bureau of Buildings shal not issue a building Permit until such time as the
Commissioner of the Department of Public Works has certified that for each prospective
phase of development the sanitary sewer capacity is sufficient to carry the projected

additiona flow, and such building permit shall require the installation of non-bypass style
grease traps for al proposed restaurants.

20. A final landscape plan, including a phasing plan, shall be approved by the Bureau of
Planning. The Bureau of Buildings shal not issue temporary or permanent Certificates of
Occupancy unless and until it has inspected the property and verified that the entire
landscape plan has been fully implemented, in accordance with the applicant’'s phasing plan.

21. All proposed pedestrian and open space improvements, as required in condition 6 above;
shdl be fully implemented prior to temporary or permanent Certificates of Occupancy being
issues, in accordance with the phasing plan to be approved by the Bureau of Planning.

22. The Department of Public Works shdl not issue any clearing and grading permits for any
building components of this project until such time as the Bureau of Buildings has issued a

building permit which includes a stormwater drainage plan, approved by the Department of
Public Works.

23. The Bureau of Buildings shal not issue a building permit until such time as the gpplicant has
submitted a transportation management plan (TMP) for al non-residential components. The
number of single occupancy vehicle trips proposed to be generated by this project exceeding
5,366 peak period am. trips will be mitigated by the development of a TMP. This plan will
be developed through the implementation of an annual commute mode survey. Said survey
will be submitted on an annual basis from the day of initial occupancy of each tenant
employing more than 50 employees. The survey will be based on a continuous five-day
work week for al employees arriving at the work site between 6:00 am. and 10:00 am.,,
Monday through Friday. Based upon the survey information, the employer will develop a




TMP. The TMP will contain strategies and implementation programs for reducing the
number of single occupant vehicle trips by 25 percent during a five year period from the first
day of initial occupancy. Said TMP shdl include, but not be limited to:

A. An estimate of the number of employees and visitors per hour estimated to use rail and
bus trangit throughout the day, and a bus and rail schedule showing the frequencies of
stops near the property.

B. A description of how information regarding new or existing transit stops and building
access to such stops will be displayed on the property in indoor or outdoor locations.

C. A program to promote and maintain employee participation in carpooling, van-pooling
and use of mass trangit, including a system for monitoring the number of, and travel
patterns of, ride sharers.

D. Identification of nearby land uses that are projected to generate high volumes of
pedestrian traffic and an illustration of the means of pedestrian access an assurance of
continuity to these land uses from within the property.

E. An illugtration of the means of ingress and egress for motorized vehicles.

F. A satement committing to support for, and participation in a Transportation

Management Association {TMA) and the funding mechanism necessary to support its
activities.

G. During the congtruction of the project, the developer will post and issue notices directing
al construction traffic to avoid al residential streets surrounding the devel opment.

24. The Bureau of Buildings shall not issue a building permit for any structures untii suTitime ~ —

as confirmation that the Phase 11 {environmental) Work-plan has been fully implemented and
that the applicant has certified to the Commissioner of Planning Development and
Neighborhood all other necessary site remediation has been fully executed. Said work-plan
is a matter of public record according to August 25, 1997, letter from State of Georgia
Environmental Protection Division.

25. The developer shdl encourage residential developers to provide residential units for owner
occupancy, particularly on the low-rise units both nerth and south of 16t Sireet and in a
least one of the high-rise residentia structures.

26. The developer(s) or member of the property owners association shall meet With the NPU on -

an annual basis, or at such time that a building permit is requested, to report on the status of
the project

27. It is the intent of the City Council to pursue adoption of a Specia Public Interest District
(SPI) for an area that includes, but is not limited to, the Atlantic Steel property *at
incorporates the conditions herein contained.
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RCS# 237
4/06/98
4:27 PM

Atlanta Gty Council

Regul ar Sessi on

98-0-0080 1300 MECASLIN STREET, N W CHANGE 1-2 TO
c-4-c.
ADOPT AS AMEND
YEAS: 15
NAYS: 0
ABSTENTI ONS: 0
NOT YOTING: 1
EXCUSED: 0
ABSENT 0
Y MCarty Y Dorsey Y Moore Y Thonas
Y Starnes Y Woolard Y Martin Y Emmons
Y Bond Y Morris Y Maddox Y A_Iexander
Y Wnsl ow Y Miller Y Boazman NV Pitts
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Atlanta Gty Council

Regul ar Sessi on

98- 0- 0080 1300 MECASLIN STREET, N.W CHANGE 1-2 TO
c-4-c.
AMEND/STARNES
YEAS: 15
NAYS: 0
ABSTENTI ONS: 0
- o yonINgs——3 -
EXCUSED: o
ABSENT O
Y MCarty Y Dorsey Y Moore Y Thonas
Y Starnes Y Woolard Y ‘Martin Y Emmons
Y Bond Y Morris Y Maddox Y Al exander
Y W nslow Y Muller Y Boaznan NV pitts
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APPENDIX B

CITY OF ATLANTA LETTER — NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE
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DEPANTMENT OF PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT anp NEIGHRORHOOD CONBRRVATION
ER TRINITY AVENUE. 5 W. SUITE 1459 » ATLANTA, QEORGIA 3033§-0308
BiLL CAMPESLL 404-330-6070 - FAX; 404-858-7838 MICHAEL A. DOBRING
MAYOR Cammiagioner

- TiM POLK
Deputy Gommissionar

April 242000

Mz, Benjamin West
Environmental Engineer
Environmental Protection Agency
61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Dear Ben:

Subject: Atlantic Steel TCM -No Build Alternative

Parsuant t0 your request to provide a reasomable development scenario for the Atlantic
Steel property in the event abridge is not constructed across 1-75/85, the following
represents our best judgment. hased on current trends of development activity and

- patterns and City land use end zoning policy.

Theproperty is presently zoned C-4-C, the |[ast “C” standing for “ Conditional,” the
practical effect of which is that no development can occur on me site without a formal
rezoning Process. Qur scenario. then, would assume one or a number of rezoning
applications, probably in Floor Area Ratio 2 ratige, depending on whether the property
was hold intact or parceled OUr. In either event, we would [00K for a davelopment pattern
that im square footage, and to some extent even distribution of square footage, is not
greatly different from the proposal before us. The mure wasked differences Would tie in
the likely quality and timing of development.

The quality differences fall inter three areas, connectivity. mixture of uses, and design

quality. We would expect the site to be developed i many phases, either under asingle

zoning O zoned iu pieces where it would bc improbable that an overarching vision of a

cohesive “village” or “town” would emerge. Transit linkages, and thus usage, would not

be likely nor even to a large extant, possible, relying solely on whatever bus coverage

- could be provided from Northside Drive or 14™ Street. In addition, ather internal
cermections, |ike padestrian continuity or provision of continuous streetscapes and
usceble green space would be problematic.
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Mr. Beryamin West
April 24, 2000
Page 2

‘The Site probably would develop with a mixture of uses, overal, including strip
shopping, low to mid-rise multifamily residential, mid-rise office/tech space, and lab or
light industrial space. | would anticipate, however, that their development components
would ba hnilt as a series Of single-use developments rather than comprehensively. As a
consequence, the opportunities for intermixing these uses would be limited. Adjacent
laxd uses probably would be 1css compatible and not as mutually supportive. Parking
would be built on a per site needs basis with |ess opportunity for shared or coordinated
parking strategies, resulting is: more parkitig spaces overall.

The design quality, and quite possibly the construction quality, probably would be rmin-of
the mill, beth for the |and area as awhole and at the development site level.
Opportunities for establishing and maintaining high level, cohesive design standards
would be limited.

Findly, the timing and phasing of the development we would expect to be more
protracted  \WWe would expect some pieces t0 get underway Soon after rezoning occurred
and then to follow on a market driven build-out schedule. The effect of this scheduling
would underscote some Of the quality issues discussed above: connectivity would be hard
to achigve; mixture of use sequencing would be hard to predict; and the opportunity for -
well thought out, high quality design standards would be lost. Below is 4 wble that

iltustrates the categories of development likely to oceur and the approximate square

footages Of each:

No-Build Scenario Estimated Estimated
Land Use Type Sq. Ft. Parking
Spaces
Hizh-Toch Office 2,500,000 10,000
High-Tech Lab 1,000,000 3.000
Relail 1 500.000 7,500
Residential 2.400.000 3.120
Hotel 600,000 720
Total 3.000.00 24.340




M. Benjamin West
April 24, 2000
Tage 3

It should be noted that the above scenario does not fully utilize the density permitted
under an F.A.R. of 2. | would anticipate, however, that over the last third or so of the
period leading up s the 2025 design year, depending on matket forces, the remaining
pexmitted density likely would be built out.

| hope this give you the picture you need to complete your ‘No-Build” analysis, and,
pleaie let makaow if You need anything further.

Sincerely,

Mike Dobbins
Commissioner

Departmentof Planning,
Develuptuent & Neighborhood Conservation

CC: Larry Wallace
DeWayne Martin
Robert Gray
Norman Keoplon
Charles Brown

- /malb
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APPENDIX C

STORMWATER MODELING REPORT
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Surface Water Runoff Calculations - TR-55

Atlantic Steel Industries, Inc. Property
Atlanta, Georgia

Prepared for:

Atlantis 16th, L .L..C.
Atlanta, Georgia

Prepared by:

Law Engineering and Environmental Services, Inc
Kennesaw, Georgia
December 1999
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December 16, 1999

Dr. Hilburn 0. Hillestad
Senior Vice President
Jacoby Development, Inc.
d/b/a Atlantis 16th, L.L. C.
1000 Abernathy Rd., N.E.,
Suite 1800

Atlanta, GA 30328

Subj ect: Report of Surface Water Runoff Caleculations - TR-55
Atlantic Steel Company Site, Atlanta, Georgia
LAW Project Number 95073-9-0004.02.0201

Dear Dr. Hillestad:

Law Engineering and Environmental Services, Inc. (LAW) is pleased to submit the following
final letter report which describes the results of our surface water runoff calculations for the

subject ste.

Background

LAW was requested to perform calculations to determine the increase in pesk discharges due to

the redevelopment of the subject site. The increase in peak discharge may then be used to further

evaluate storm water conveyance/storage options for the site.
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Report of Surface Water Runoff Calculations December 16, 1999
Atlantic Seel Company Property
LA W Project 95073-9-0004.02.0201

Results

The results of the runoff caculations for the pre and post development scenarios are summarized

below:
Peak Discharge Time
(cu.ft/sec) (hours)
Pre development 538 12.3
Post development 1140 12.1

The difference between the post development discharge and the pre development discharge is 602

cubic feet per second.

Assumptions

The following assumptions were made in calculating the peak discharges:

Generic assumptions about Ste:

1. Tota Pre Development area = 134.11 acres. Area does not include runoffs from 17" Street
Bridge, CSX underpass, and North Side Drive connector

2. Tota Post Development area = 135.21 acres. 50% of the surface runoff contributions from
the 17" Street Bridge and North Side Drive connector, and 100% of the surface runoff

contribution from the CSX underpass is assumed to flow onto property (Total 1 acre).



Report OF  Surface Water Runoff Calculations December 16, 1999
Atlantic Steel Company Property
LAW Project 95073-9-0004.02.0201

Assumptions in TR-55 mode!:

1. 25-yr, 24 hour rainfall assumed for calculations (=6.8" for the site)

2. Type Il rainfall assumed

3. Hydrologic soil group D was selected for the site

4. Tabular hydrograph method TR-55 to be used for peak flow calculations for both Pre and
Post development scenarios

5. 3 sub aress used for runoff calculations

For a detailed list of assumptions, please refer to the atached TR-55 Storm water Runoff Model

Assumptions.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide continued environmental consulting services to the
Atlantic Steel Redevelopment project. Should you have questions, please contact us at (770) 421-
3400.

Sincerely,
LAW ENGINEERING AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

John J. Ososkie, P.E. Scott Condra

Project Manager Assistant Vice President
Project Manager

SWC/1JO/tab

Attachments: Figures
Calculation Tables
Storm water Runoff Model Assumptions
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Report of Surface Water Runoff Calculations December 16, 1999
Atlantic Steel Company Property
LAW Project 95073-9-0004.02.0201

FIGURES
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LEGEND

® @ @ DRAINAGE SUBAREA
L]

SUBAREA BOUNDARY
e mem.  —fp  GENERAL SURFACE FLOW DIRECTION

NOTE: APPROXIMATE SITE BOUNDARY AND APPROXIMATE
SURFACE WATER FLOWS FOR MODELING PURPOSES
ONLY.

SUB AREA [ACRES

@ 49.49

@ 25.03
@ 59.59

TOTAL  [33411

SCALE
Figure 3-3
Pre-Development
Surface Water Flow

171h Street Extension and Atlantic Stee! Redevelopment Profect
Draft Environmental Assassment

SOURCE: LAW 1999
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ReportoF Surface Water RunoffCalculations
Atlantic Steel Company Property
LAW Project 95073-9-0004.02.0201

TABLES

December 16. 1969
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Runoff curve number and runoff - Present Site Condition

Project: Atlantic Steel Site By: KK 12/14/99
Location: Atlanta, Georgia Checked: JJO/SAP 12/16/99

Present Site Condition

1. Runoff Curve Number - Segment 1

Soil name Cover description CN % Area Product of
and CN and %
hydrologic area
group
Fill Material, D Impervious areas 98 10 980
Fill Material, D Woods, Fair 79 43.5 3436.5
Fill Material, D Urban districts, Industrial 93 46.5 43245
Totals 100} 8741
CN (weighted) = total product / total area =

Use CN =

Storm #1  storm #2 Storm #3

Frequency ......cooevveeeieeenreennnns yr 25 |
Rainfall, P (24-hour)..........ccceueeeu. in 6.8
RUNOF, Qevererenieviereieeciee i in 5.29 |
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Runoff curve humber and runoff - Present Site Condition

Project: Atlantic Steel Site By:
Location: Atlanta, Georgia
Present Stie Condition

1 . u Cu be - egmnt

Checked: JJO/SAP

KK 12714799
12/16/99

Soil name Cover description CN % Area Product of
and CN and %
hydrologic area
group
Fill Material, D Impervious area* 90 0 ¥
Fill Material, D Woods, Fair 79 10.5 029.5
Fill Material, D Urban districts, Industrial 93 89.5 8323.5
Totals 100] 9153

CN (weighted) = total product/total area =

Storm #2 Storm #3

Use CN =
2. Runoff
Storm #1
Frequency ........ccoovvevineiineennnnen, yr 25
Rainfall, P (24-hour).................... in 6.8
Runoff, Q...ooovvveriiieeieen in 5.86




Runoff curve number and runoff - Present Site Condition

Project: Atlantic Steel Site By:
Location: Atlanta, Georgia
Present Site Condition

1. Runoff Cue Number gment 3

KK

Checked: JJO/SAP

12/14/99
12/16/99

Use CN = _

Soil name Cover description CN % Area  Product of
and CN and %
hydrologic area
group
Fill Material, D Impervious area* 98 10 880
Fill Material, D Woods, Fair 79 30 2370
Fill Material, D Urban districts, Industrial 93 60 5580
Totals | 100] 8930
CN (weighted) = total product/total area =

Storm #2

Storm #3

Storm #1
Frequency ......coceveeeieeeinniirneeeeee yr 25
Rainfall, P(24-hour).......cocoeeene in 6.8
RUNOFf, Q. veeremiarece e e in 5.51




Time of Concentration (Tc) - Present

By: KK
Project: Atlantic steel site Date: 12/14/99
Location: Atianta, Georgia Checked: JJO/SAP
Present Site Condition Date 12/16/99
. — — . m— —

Sheet Flow

Segment ID 1 2 3
1. Surface DeSCHPHON. ... e . Woods/Smooth® | Range/Smooth® | Range/Smooth™
2. Manning's roughness coefficient, n., . 0.18 0.023 0.047
3. Flow length, L (total L<or= 300f).. f 300 300 300

. Two-year 24-hour rainfall, P,..... in 4 a4 4

5. Land slope, S .......... JUSUUION 7/ ] 0.015 0.02 0.02
6. Tt= 0.007 (NL)PP°%6%*  Compute To.......ocovverviviirennd hr 0.4566 0.0785 0.1390 Total = 0.6741
Shallow concentrated flow

Segment ID 1 2 3
7. Surface description (paved or unpaved)............ccoceiinn Unpaved Unpaved Unpaved
8. FIoW IBngth, L...oooiiieee e 1t 700 1700 2500
9. Watercourse slope, S............coooeiins [T ft/ft 0.015 0.02 0.02
10. Average velogity, V ... ft's 1.8 2.25 2.25
11, Tt=L/ 3800V Compute T, 0.1023

Segment ID 1
12. Cross sectional flow area, a. NPV 1 o 72
13. Wetted perimeter, P, ...................... R 24
14. Hydraulic radius, r = a/P,, Computer .. JUBTRR: 3.0
15. Channel Slope, $ ...ovvveeeieericeneenans ...t 0.005
16. Manning's roughness coefficient, n .. 0.07
17. V = 1,49%%'%/n COMPULE V ..o ft's 3.1308
18, FIoW 1@ngth, L ..ooviiiiiirerreee et e ft 2100
19, Tt=L/3600 V Compute Ty .oooooeeeneeiceniiinnd hr 0.1863 Total 0.1863
120. Wateshed or subarea T, or T, {add T, in steps 6,11, and 18) «eceeeeerroceeeeeeeeeeee P 1.4813

* Calculation (Composite n):
Segment 1) n=0.435x0.4 + 0.565x0.011=0.180
Segment 2) n=0.895x0.011 + 0.105x0.13 = 0.023
Segment 3) n=0.7x0.011 + 0.3x0.13 = 0.047
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Pre Development watershed dala

Project: Aftantic steel Location:  Afianta, Georgla By KK Data: 12/14/99
Ghecked:  JJO Date: 12/16/99
Pra davelopment site condilion. jFraguency {yr) 25
Basic watershed daa used Selact and enigr h 1aph times In hours
Subarea | Subarea | SumTi P AmG 12 [ 124 [ 122 | 123 | 124 [ 25 | 126 | 127 I 128 I 1@ ] 132 [ 34 ] 136 | 38 [ 4
nama 10 outlat Discharge at selecied hydrograph times
Te {ftdrs)
(hry thr) {mi2-in)

154.8 154.8

1991 2402 3038

i E : L .
Compaoslle hydrograph at outiet




Runoff curve number and runoff - Post Development Condition

Project: Atlantic Steel Site By: KK 12714799
Location: Atlanta, Georgia Checked: JJO/SAP 12/16/99

Post Development

1. Runoff Curve Nurnbe - emnt ' )

Soil name Cover description CN % Area Product of
and CN and %
hydrologic area
group____
Fill Material, D Impervious areas 98 18 1764
Fill Material, D Urban, Open Space, Good 80 15 1200
Fill Material, D Urban, Commercial and business 95 67 6365
Totals | 100] 9329
- CN {weighted) = total product / total area =

Use N =

2 Runoff

Storm #1  Storm #2 Storm #3
Frequency......ccccoceeveeeomnincicnnons yr 25
Rainfall, P (24-hour).................... in 6.8
Runoff, Q... in 5.97
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Runoff curve number and runoff - Post Development Condition

Project: Atlantic Steel Site By:
Location: Atianta, Georgia Checked:
Post Development

1. Runoff Curve Number - Segment 2

KK 12/14/99)
JJO/SAP 12/16/99

Soil name Cover description CN % Area Product of
and CN and %
hydrologic area
group
Fill Material, D impervious areas 98 18 1764
Fill Material, D Urban, Open Space, Good 80 15 1200
Fill Material, D Urban, Commetrcial and business 85 67 68365
Totals | 100 9329
WCN (weighted) = total product / total area = 93.29
US CN= .
2.Ruoff .
Storm #1 Storm#2  Storm #3
Frequency..coo e iveivnnrerearenaens yr 25
Rainfall, P (24-hour).........ccveeuennn. in 6.8
Runoff, Q.. cevvereriiiiecrrnceenirenas in 5.97




Runoff curve number and runoff - Post Development Condition

Project: Atlantic Steel Site By: KK 12714799|
Location: Atlanta, Georgia Checked: JJO/SAP 12/16/99

Post Developmen Condition

' . Ruff Curve Number - egnt )

Soil name Cover description CN % Area Product of
- and CN and %
hydrologic area
group
Fill Material, D Impervious areas o8 18 1764 |
Fill Material, D Urban, Open Space, Good 80 15 1200
Fill Material, D Urban, Commercial and business 95 687 6365
Totals | 100] 9329
- CN (weighted) = total product / total area = 93.29

Use CN

Storm #1  Storm #2 Storm #3

Frequency.......ccoovemienieiininenn: yr 25
Rainfall, P (24-hour)..........c.covuuies in 6.8
Runoff, Q.cooeeeeeeee e in 5.97




Time of Concentration (Te) - Post development

By: KK s

Project; " Atlantic steel site Date: 12/14/99
Location: Atlama, Georgia Checked:  JJO/SAP
Post Development Date 12/16/99
Sheet Flow

Segrent ID 1 2 3
1. Surface Description. ... Smooth Smooth Smooth _
2. Manning's roughness coefficient, n............... 0.011 0.011 0.011
3. Flow length, L {total Leor= B00t).........oococrriireriicrnens ft 300 300 300
4. Two-year 24-hour rainfall, Pa........oooooeenin in 4 4 4
5. Land $Iope, S ..o JUSUTUTUTTR ft/ft 0.02 0.02 0.02
5. Tt=0.007 (\L°%P,°%"  Compute ..o hr 0,0435 0.0435 0.0435 Total = 0.1305
Shallow concentrated flow

Segment ID
7. Surface description (paved or unpaved)....................cn
8. Flow iength, L. R
9. Watercourse slope, §........ R
10. Average velocity, V .................co Ws
11. Tt=L /3600 V Compute Ty....ocooviiinecranirreeannn il Totat = [#]

e e

Channel flow

Segment ID 1" 2 3=
12. Cross sectional flow area, &..........coeveeeraiinreenseeeeeneens i 3.534 3.534 3.534
13. Wetted perimeter, NP PPN | 47 4,71 4.7
14. Hydraulic radius, r = &/P,, Computer ...................... ft 08 6.8 0.8 _
15, Channel slope, S ... ettt fr/ft 0.005 0.005 0.005
16. Manning's roughness coefficient, n ... 0.7 Q.07 0.017
17.V = 1.49r%"%mn COMPUIE V ..o eeeeeie s 5.1174 5.1174 51174
18. Flow length, L .....oooovieerreceiniiicnns i me e ceeeeeienne e ft 1700 2700 1600
19. Tt=L/ 3600V COMPUEE T, c.oeveeeeeeeeeeeeenenns hr 0.0923 0.1466 0.0868 Total 0.3257 -
20. Wateshed or subarea T, or T, (add T, insteps 6,11, and 19) ... hr 0.4562

**Runoff in Post-Dev scenario will be routed through storm water pipes and other storm waler diversion channels.
A half-full 36" circular pipe has been assumed to calculate channel fiows. For purposes of modeling, a sheet flow
of the first 300 feet and channel fiow through circular pipe flowing half full for the remainder of the

flow length is assumed.
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Post Development watershed data

IProject:

Atlantic steel

Post development site condition

Lacation:  Atlanta, Georgla

Frequancy {yr)

By: KK Date: T2714,09
Checked: Date: 12116/99

25|JJOISAP
- —

Subarea
name

Compaosite hydrograph at outlet

Basic watershed data used

Subarea Sum Tt
to outlst
Te
({hr) (br)

0.1357748

Yelect and enter hydrograph times in hours

lafP AmQ

12 | 124 | 122 ] 123 ] 124 ] 125 ] 126 ] 127 ] 28] 13 | 192 ] 134 | 136 { 198} 12

(mi2-in)

0.0222059 0.437843721

0.0222059 0.495784841

10.0222059 0327034703

Discharge at selected hydrograph times
(s}

2833 4dz2 272.8 950  84.4

1998 3664 396.6 2385 123.9

2122 3312 2043 712 l 48.2

695 1140 874 405




TR-55 Stormwater Runoff Model Assumptions
Atlantic Steel Property Redevelopment
Atlanta, Georgia
LAWGIibb Project Number 95073-9-0004.02.0201

General Assumptions
A rainfal amount of 6.8 inches was used for the 25-yr, 24-hr storm, based on data derived from the
Soil Conservation Service (SCS) Technica Publication TP-40.

Type Il rainfal distribution was used for the site based on data obtained from the Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) Technical Release 55, dated June 1986.

Hydrologic soil group D was selected because of the estimated impervious characteristics of on-site
soil containing “dag” from foundry operations.

The model was created with three distinct watershed subareas each for pre-development and post-
development condition.

Calculated Drainage Areas
(NOTE: Pre-development and post-development drainage areas were measured using planimeter, and
verified using CAD software)

o Total Pre-Development: 134.1lacres (Does not include runoffs from 17" Street Bridge, CSX
underpass, and North Side Drive connector)

e Totd Post-Developmént area = 135.21 acres. 50% of the surface runoff contribution from the 17"

Street Bridge and North Side Drive connector, and 100% of the surface runoff contribution from the
CSX underpass is assumed to flow onto the Atlantic Steel property (Total 1 acre).

Cover Types and Flow Lengths:

Subarea Total Flow Cover Description Curve % Area
Number Length (ft) Number (CN)
PRE-DEVELOPMENT (PRESENT) CONDITION
1 3100 Impervious Areas 98 10 -
Woods, Fair 79 435
Urban Districts, Industrial 93 46.5 .
Composite CN 87
2 2000 Impervious Areas 98 0
Woods, Fair 79 10.5
Urban Digtricts, Industrial 93 89.5
Composite CN 92
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- Report of Surface Water Runoff calculations December 16, 1999
Atlantic Steel Company Property
LAW Project 95073-9-0004.02.0201

- TR-55 STORM WATER RUNOFF MODEL ASSUMPTIONS




TR-55 Model Assumptions December 16, 1999
Atlantic Steel Property
IA W Project Number 95073-9-0004.02.0201

Subarea Total Flow Cover Description Curve % Area
Number Length (ft) Number (CN)
3 2800 Impervious Areas 98 10
Woods, Fair 79 30
Urban Districts, Industrial 93 60
Composite CN 89
IPOST-DEVELOPMENT (PROPOSED) CONDITION
1 2000 Impervious Areas 98 18
Urban, Open Space, Good 80 15
Urban, Commercia and 95 67
Business
Composite CN 93
2 3000 Impervious Areas 98 18
Urban, Open Space, Good 80 15
Urban, Commercial and
Business 95 67
Composite CN 93
1900 Impervious Areas 98 18
Urban, Open Space, Good 80 15
Urban, Commercia and 95 67
Business
Composite CN 93

Ground cover types for the pm-development scenario have been estimated based on our knowledge of
present site conditions and on aerial photographs. Ground cover types for the post-development scenario
have been estimated based on project conceptual plans.

Lake (Post-Development condition)

For purposes of the stormwater model, the lake is modeled as an impervious ground cover type because
stormwater Will not infiltrate into the soil beneath the lake bottom because it is saturated. The lake will be
present in subareas 1 and 3 (90% and 10% of total lake area, respectively) following development.

Manning's Roughness Coefficient “n” - Present Condition

Sub Area 1: Woods/Smooth, Composite n = 0.18
Sub Area 2: Range/Smooth, Composite n = 0.023
Sub Area 3: Range/Smooth, Composite n = 0.047

NOTE: Composite Manning's “n” values are calculated as a weighted average of values for each ground
cover type based on the percentage of each ground cover type present in an area.
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TR-55 Model Assumptions December 16, 1999
Atlantic Seel Property
LAW Project Number 95073-9-0004.02.0204

The Manning's “n” for the channel flow portion of subarea 1 was selected based on minor natural
channels with irregular sections and pools. The cross-sectional flow area and wetted perimeter for the
channel in subarea 1 were estimated from field measurements taken during LAW’s Phase I
environmental investigation field activities.

Manning's Roughness Coefficient “a” - Post-Development Condition

Subarea 1: Smooth, n = 0.011
Subarea 2: Smooth, n = 0.011
Subarea 3: Smooth, n = 0.011

Flow Length

Flow lengths presented in the table above were estimated from Figures 1 and 2, which are attached. The
first 300 feet of runoff was assumed to be sheet flow, in accordance with recommendations in the TR-55
manual, and the remaining flow length was assumed to be shallow concentrated flow (except for the
known natural channel in present condition subarea 1).

Land Slope

Land dlopes used to calculate the time of concentration (Tc¢) for sheet flow and shallow concentrated flow
were based on current topographic survey information for the present condition, and a conceptual
redevelopment grading plan for the post-development condition. The land dope for the natural channd in
subarea 1 (present condition) was estimated based on field measurements performed by LAW during the
Phase Il environmental investigation field activities. The land slope for the channel flow section in the
post-development condition was based on an assumed dope of 0.005 ft/ft (1/2% dope) for storm drain

piping.
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Georgia Department of Natural Resources

Wildlife Resources Division

LONICE C. BARRETY, COMMISSIONER Georgia Natural Heritage Program
DAVID WALLER, DIVISION DIRECTOR 2117U.S. Hwy.270S.E.. Social Circle, Georgia 300254714
(770)918-641 1, (708) 557-3032

~ Septcmber 81999 _ QQA 0\{ ‘%\og

Heinz J. Mudller, Chief

- Office ofEnvironmental Assessment
Environmental Accountability Division
U.S. Eavironmental Protection Agency, Region 4
Atlanta Federal Center
6 1 Forsyth Street
Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Subject: Known or Potential Occurrences of Special Concern Plant and Animal
Species On Or near Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Pruoject, Fulton County,
Georgia

Dear Mr. Mueller:

Thisisin response to your request of August 6, 1999. According to our records.. within athree
mile radius of the project site, there are occurrences of the following:

Schisandra plabra (Bay Slarvine) approx. 1.5 mi. E of site
Schisandra glabra (Bay Starvine) approx. 2.5 mi. E of site

Enclosed are lists for Fulten County that should aid in assessing the potentia for rare species
occurrences Within the area of concem.

Please keep in mind the limitations of our database. The data collected by the Georgia Natural
Heritage Program comes from a variety of sources, including museum and herbarium records,
literature, and reports from individuals and organizations, as well as field surveys by our staff
biologists. in mest cases the information is not the result of a recent on-site survey by our staff.
Many areas Of Georgia have never been surveyed thoroughly. Therefore, the Georgia Natural
Heritage Program can only occasionally provide definitive information on the presence or
absence of rare species on a given site. Our files are updated constantly as new information is
received. Thus, information provided by our program represents the existing datain our files at
the time of the request and should not he considered a final statement on the species or area
under consideration.

If I can be of further assistance, please let me know.
Sincerely,

T

Greg Xrakow
DataManager

B enclosures ’ UR 7425




Page Number 1of 2

Raport Ganerated 15 June 1988

Special Concern Plants Potentially Occurring in Fulton County 36 Taxa in List -
Georgia Natural Heritage Program, 2117 US Hwy 278 SE. Social Cirde, GA 30025, (T70) 9186411
Spudies Global Stals Foderal State .
Common Name Rank Rank Status Status Habitat
Aesculus G5 s2 Meslc forests in draumneutral aoil
OHIC BUCKEYE
schwatitii G3 §2 Rocky upland woods
SCHWERIN INDIGO-BUSH
Amsonia ludovidana G3 s2 Open woods naar granite outcrops
LOUISIANA BLUE STAR (limitcd to Lithonia Gneiss types) -
. bertandiar Ga? 8182 Granite outcrop ecotones; openings
GLADE WINDFLOWER ovet basle rock
Arabis missouriensis G47Q sz Granite outcrops
MiSSOURI ROCKCRESS
Aster avitus G2 L] Granite cutcrops
ALEXANDER ROCK ASTER _
Aster georgianus G203 52 Upland sak-hickory-pine forests:
GEORGIA ASTER aspacially with Echinacean laevigata
Castanca dentata G4 53 Upland mixad aak or cak-hickory
AMERICAN CHESTNUT (NUT- forests
BEARING ONLY)
Clematis ochroleuca G4 82 Ory woods In dircumneutral sod
CURLY-HEADS
Cypripadium acaule G5 54 U Upland ask-hickory-pine lorests:
PINK LADYSLIPPER piney woods
Cypripadium calcaclus var. parviffiorum G5 52 U Upland oak-hickory-pine lorasts; -
SMALLFLOWERED YELLOW mixed hardwood forasts
LADYSLIPPER
Cypripedium calesalus var. pubescens G5 S3 u Upland oak-hickery-pine forests; _
LARGE-FLOWERED YELLOW mixed hardwood forests
LADYSLIPPER
Detphing dind G5 Granitemops; mclly. Calcaroous
CAROLINA LARKSPUR oak forests; Aitamaha Gril sutarops -
Dodecatheon meadia G5 Measie hardwood fores(s over basic
SHOOTING-STAR soils
Dryopleris celsa G4 52 Firexplain forests: lower siopes of
LOG FERN md:yuods ha ke
Dryopleris cristata G5 S1S8E? Swames
CRESTED WOOD FERN B
Eleochars wolfii Gav §1 Shallow pools an granite culcrops
SPIKERLISH
Eriacaulon koemnickianum G2 St Granite outcrops
PIPEWORT
Fothergllia malor a3 s Rocky (sandsione, granite) woods;
MOUNTAIN WITCH-ALDER bouldery slraam margins
Hexastylis shytleworthii var, harperi GAT3 527 u Low terraces in floodplain forests;
HARPER HEARTLEAF adgas of bogs
Hydrastiz canadensis Ga S2 E Rich woods in circumneutral soil
GOLDENSEAL
Ipemopsis rubra G4Gs 83 Granits outcrops: sandridges
STANDING CYPRESS
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Page Number. 2 of 2 Report Generated 22 June 1998
Special Concarn Plants Potentially Oceurring in Fulton County 36 Yaxa h Ust
Georgla Matural Heritage Program, 2117 US Hwy 278 SE, Sodal Cirde, GA 30025, (770) 9186411

Specles Global Stats Faderal State . GEQRG
Common Nama Rank Rank Status Status Habitat

isoetes mefanaspora G1 s1 LE E Vemnal pools on granite sutcrops
BLACK-SPORED QUILLWORT

Listera aystralls G4 52 Poovly drained circumneulral seds
SOUTHERN TWAYHBLADE

Leonicers fava G57 sI7 Rocky, upland forasts and thickets
YELLOW HONEYSUCKLE

Malanthiem |atifolium G5 sS2? Masle dariduous hardwood forests
BROADLEAF BUNCHFLOWER

Nastronia umbeflula G4 S2 T Mixed with dwarf shrubby heaths in
iNDIAN OLIVE oak-hickory-pine woads; often in

transilion areds batwaaen flatwoo

Panax quinquafalius G4 83 Mesic hardwood forssts; cove
AMERICAN GINSENG hasdwood forests

Platanthera integrifabla G2G3 §182 T Red mapls-gum swamps; ssepy
MONKEYFACE ORCHID sUmambanks in sphaghum mats

Portulaca umbraticola 3sp. coronata G5T? S2 Granite culcrops; Altamaha Gril
WINGPOD PURSLANE outsrops

Rhus michand G2 S1 LE E Opon forasts over ulruralic rock
DWARF SUMAC

Schisandra glabra G3 52 T Stream lerraces
BAY STARVINE

Sedum pusiium . G3 S3 T Granita oulcrops
DWARF GRANITE STONECROFP

Varainm woodi 65 s2 R Maslc hardwood forests over basic
OZARK BUNCHFLOWER solls

Waldsiainia lohata G271 52 T Stream terraces and adjacent gneiss
PIEDMONT BARREN oulcrops
STRAWBERRY .

Zanthoxylum amedeanum G5 s1 Rocky, openly woodad siapas; river
NORTHERN PRICKLY ASH banks
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Page Number 1 of 1

Report Generalad 15 Juna 1958

Special Concern Animals Potentially Occurring In Fulton County 17 Taxa In List
Georpla Matxal Meritage Program, 2117 US Hwy 278 SE, Sodal Ciclo, GA 30025, (770) 9188411
Specles Giobal Stats Federal State
Common Name Rank Rank Status Status Habitxt
Almophila aastvals G3 $3 R Open plne or cak woods: old flelds:
BACHMAN'S SPARROW areas
Ammodramus henslowd G4 83 Fields; meadows
HENSLOWS SPARROW
Cyprinoila calitasnia G2 s2 T Brownwater streame
BLUESTRIPE SHINER
Ethecstoma rupestre G4 8283 Mountain streams
ROCK DARTER
Exirarius segtivalls G5 8182 Gravelly or sandy mountain streams
SPECKLED CHUB
Hemidactylium scutatum GS s2 Swamps; boggy streants & :
FOUR-TOED SALAMANOER wat woods poads,
Hybopeis ineapunciata G3 s3 Gravelly or rocky streams
UNED CHUB
ichthyaryzon gagel G5 S3 Brownwater & backwaler streams
SOUTHERN BROOK LAMPREY
Lythrurus strapicuus G4 s2 Brownwater sizearns
BLACKTIF SHINER
Nechurus atasamensis G2 52 Streams with su & rocks
ALABAMA WATERDOG bmarged logs
HIGHSCALE SHINER brownwater straams
g G+ $3 Gravelly or sandy streams
SILVERSTRIPE SHINER ’
Ophisaurys atienuahirs GS s3 Open woods: savannas; old Salds;
SLENOER GLASS LIZARD sdges of streams & ponds: sandhills
Phenacobius G4 s3 Mountain
RIFFLE MINNOW stams
Plethodon websted . G3 st Malst forasts :
_ WEBSTER'S SALAMANDER near rocky streams
Scartomyzon fachnerd G3 83 Trwalar
GREATER JUMPROCK I irmsier s e
Theyomanes bewickl G5 R Thickets: brush .
BEWICK'S WREN Y areas; opah woods



Edition date: 8/03r99

GEORGIA NATURAL HERITAGE PROGRAM

EXPLANATION OF RARITY RANKS AND LEGAL STATUSES

The ‘State Rank’ and ‘Global Rank’ codes indicate relative rarity of species statewide and
range-wide, respectively. An explanation of these codes follows.

STATE [GLOBAL] RANK

S1G1] =

$2[G2] =

S3[G3)

S4{G4]

SE[GS]
SA

H

SN =

SR =

SU[GU)

SX[GX]

SE =

SHIGH]

Crtically imperiled in state (globally] because of extreme rarity (5 or fewer
occurrences). .

Imperiled in state [globally] because of rarity (6 to 20 occurrences).

Rare or uncommon in state [rare and keal throughout range or In a speacial
habitat or narrowly endemic] (on the order of 21 to 100 occurrences).

Apparently secure in state [globally] (of no immediate conservation concern).
Demonstrably secure in state [giobally].

Accidental in state, including migratory or wide-ranging species recorded only
once or twice or at very great intervals.

Regularly occurring. usually migratory and typically nonbreeding species.

Reported from the state, but without persuasive documentation (no precise site
records and no verification of taxonomy).

Possibly in peril in state [range-wide] but status uncartain; need more information
on threats or distribution.

Apparently extirpated from state [extinet throughout range]. GXC is known only in
cultivation/captivity.
An exotic established in state; may be native elsewhere in North America;

sometimes difficult to determine if native (SE?).

Of historical occurrence in the state (throughout its range], perhaps not verified in
the past 20 years, but suspected to be stifl extant.

Taxonomic subdivision (binomial, either a subspecies or variety), used in a global
rank, for example "G2T2."

Denotes a taxonomic question - either the taxen is not generally recognized as
valid, or there is reasonable concern about its velidii or identity globally or at the
state level.

Denotes questionable rank: best guess given whenever possible (e.g. 537).
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United States Department of the Interior
U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

4270 Norwich Stroet

Brunswick, GA 31520
r:;‘?‘mm Seetion | Nw.ﬂ c“ﬁ-':k"i“'.&;‘mu," Ave
WL Heoning, 034 31995-2560 September 22, 1999 Athoas, GA 30608
706-544-6428 706-544-6419 () 06K1.49)  T06-613-8099 (fax)

Hemz 3. Mueller

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4
Atianta Pederal Center

61Forsyth street

Adanta, Georgia 30303-8960

Re:  FWS Log $9-0874
Notice of Initiation of Environmental Process for the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project

Dear Mr. Mucller:

The Service has Teccived your letter requesting written commenis on the Atlantic Steel

Redevelopment Project proposed by Jacoby Development, Inc. in Fulton County, Georgia. This

i ion is necessary for you to prepsre an Environmental Assessment (FA) for the

aforementioned project in accordance With the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA).
[ ]

Based on the information we were provided, we have determined there is little ltkelihood for the
presence of natural wildlife habitats or any federally- and state-fisted species to occur within this
portion of the Atlanta Metropolitan Arex Since this is likely the case, the Service anticipates no
negative impacts from this redsvelopment project. However, if areas of natural habitat exist il the
redevelopment area, the Service requests that surveys for likely-occurring species be conducted to
determine their presence or absence on the site. in addition, careful consideration should be given to
the state-listed peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus) as this specics will utilize tall buildings for
sesting and surrounding areas for foragmg and has been known to ocear in the Atjanta Metropolitan
Area. The peregrine falcon was recently delisted as an endangered specics by the Service.

I have enclosed a list of federally- and state-lisled species known to occur or potentially occur in
Fulton County and neighbaring Cobb and DeKalb counties. Please contact Mr. Jim Bates of our

West Georgia Section Office at (706) W-6422 if you have any further questions or require
additional information

Shton L. Toodo

Sandra S. Tucker
Field Supetvisor

cc: file
FWS-FBGA
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FEDERAL ENDANUERED AND THREATENIID SPRCTRS'
Animais

Duld cagle (T.SE) Haliacctus [sucocepllys
Red-cockadcd woodpecker (13,814) Preoidex horealis

Gulf moccasinshell mussct (E SE) Medioniduy pencillatuy

LISTED SPECIES IN FULTON COUNTY

Inlunid wideromy« and estuuritie areus in Goorgia

Nest in mature pine with low understory vegelalion (<1.5m);
furuge in pinc and pinc hardwood stands »30 years of age,
preferably >10" dbh

Medinm strecams o large rivers with slight to modcrate current
over mnd and gravel subsirsics; may be associsted with muddy
sand substratcs arcend troc rooks

SPLCIES OF MANAGEMINT CONCTRN: The Tinh and Wildlife Scrvioe is cvaluating popudution troads and threats to the
following Specics of Managoment Concern. 1Please contact ux st 247 South Milledge Ave,, Athens, (GA, 706-613-9493, if you
locate these apocics during sile surveyx or have other information on the species distributions in Georgis.

Auimal

Bachmun's sparrow (SK) Aimophila acstivalix Abgndonod [iclds with scattored shrubs, pines, or oaks

Appalachian Bowick's wren (SR) Ihvromance bewvickii aftus  1onac ssdergrowth, ovorgrown tields, thickety, and brush in
opcn or somvi-open hebilsl, fead primarily on insscts

Blyestripe shinar (ST) Cyprincila callitocria Prownwaler sircamsy

STATE OF GEORG SPECIS" The following vpocics, st well ax the Spocics of

Managemoat Concorn i kad abuve (SE, 3T, SR), wre protectsxd by the Sinie. For information on State listod speics, contact the OA
Dspartment of Natural Rosouruey, GA Natursi Heritage Progesem, 2117 S HWY 278 SE, Souial Circle, GA 30279 (706-557-3032),

Anirnats

Peregrine nicon (SE) Fajoo pereprinua
Platy

13ay star-vine (5'0) Sshisanda alebrs
Picdrnont bauren sirmwberty (ST) Waldstoinia lobata

E. p. anptom nests on oliffi, high hilla, or tall buildings; F. p.
fundriua primarity seet: in Gourgis migruting along the coast

Twining oh subcanopy and undezstory trece/uhirube i nich
alluvial wonda

Rixcky acedic woods along streama with mountain laurel; rarcly
in dricr upland cak-hickory-pine woody

T Koy tn notations: T = endngered, T — tirestenod, ritd | - tarc. The SH, ST, and SR indicnls pocics slso listed by the State of

Georgia as endragerod, threstonnd, and rure, rospeciively,

Updated Augrust 1999
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
SAVANNAH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
NORTH AREA SECTION
3485 NORTH DESERT DRIVE
BUILDING 2, SUITE 102
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30344

REPLY TQ
ATTENTION OF:

WAy 12 200G

Regul atory Branch
980016990

Jacoby Atlantic Redevel opnent, LLC
Attention: M. Hlburn Hllestad
1000 Abernat hy Road

Bui | di ng 400

Suite 1800

Atlanta, Georgia 30328

Dear Dr. Hillestad:

| refer to the Pre-Construction Notification (PCN), submtted
on your behalf, requesti ng authorization to inpact 3.75 acres of
waters of the U S. in order to conduct the renediation of the
Atlantic Steel property, located northeast of Northside Drive and
14" Street, within the city of Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgia.
The proposed project's inpacts will be mtigated through the
applicant's contribution of $100,000 in funds to Sout heast
Waters. These funds will be used in their entirety by Southeast
Waters, in accordance with the plan outlined in the letter dated
March 24, 2000, to conduct streamrestoration activities within
the inmpacted watershed.

W have conpleted coordination with other federal and state
agencies as described in Part c(13) (e} of the encl osed excerpt
fromour Nationwi de Permt Program published in the
December 13, 1996, Federal Register,-Vol. 61, No. 241, Pages
65874- 65922 (61 FR).

As a result of our evaluation of your project, we have
determ ned that the proposed activity, as outlined in the
January 14, 2000 submittal, and amended March 24, 2000, is
aut hori zed under Nationwi de Permt No. 38 as described in Part
B(38) of the excerpt from6l FR  Your use of this Nationw de
Permt is valid only if the activity is conducted in accordance
with the information submtted and metsthe conditions
applicable to the Nationwide Permt as described at Part C of the
excerpt from61l FR W also require that you fill out and sign
the enclosed certification and return it to our office wthin 30
days of conpletion of the activity authorized by this permt.



This verification will be valid until February 11, 2002. I|f
you conmence or are under contract to conmence this activity
prior to February 11, 2002, you will have an additional 12 nonths
to conplete the authorized activity.

This aut horization should not be construed to nmean that any
future projects requirin% Department of the Army Authorization
woul d necessarily be authorized. Any new proposal, whether
associated with this project or not, would be evaluated on a
case-by-case basis. Any prior approval s would not be a
determning factor in naking a decision on any future request.

Revisions to your proposal may invalidate this authorization
In the event changes to this project are contenplated, | _
rﬁconneEd that you coordinate with us prior to proceeding with
t he work.

This communi cation does not convey any property rights,
either in real estate or material, or any exclusive privileges.
It does not authorize any injury to property or invasion of
rights, or any infringenment of federal, state, local |laws or

regul ations. It does not obviate the requirement to obtain state
or local assent required by law for the activity descri bed
her ei n. It does not affect your liability for damages that may

be caused by the work, nor does it authorize any interference
with any existing or proposed federal project.

~If you have any further questions or concerns pertaining to
this matter, please feel free to call M. Daniel J. Caprioli of
the Regul atory Branch at (404) 763-7943.

Sincerely, /

_{5/‘:—:’—,77/ v ’_"./ ER A / :
Edward B. Johnson Jr. _
Acting Chief, North Area Section

Encl osure




Copi es Fur ni shed:

U.S. Environnental Protection Agency
Wat er Managment Divi Sion

Wet | ands Section, Region |V

ATTN: M. WIlliam L. Cox, Chief

Atl anta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, CGeorgia 30303-3104

U S. Departnent of the Interior

Fish and Wldlife Service

ATTN. Ms. Sandra S. Tucker, Field Supervisor
247 Sout h Miiledge Avenue

At hens, Ceorgia 30605

Ceorgia Departnment of Natural Resources
Envi ronmental Protection Division

I ndustrial Waste Water Program

ATTN:. M. Mchael Creason

4220 International Parkway, Suite 101
Atlanta, Ceorgia 30354

M. John T. Vernont -
Rochester & Associates, Inc.

425 Cak Street, NW

Gai nesville, Georgia 30501
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CERTI FI CATI GV\\IVTCIJ-I: COVPLI ANCE
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NATIONWDE PERM T ( 38 )

PERM T FILE NUMBER (if applicable): 980016990
PERM TTEE: Jacoby Atlantic Redevel opnent, LLC
ADDRESS:

1000 Abernathy Road
Bui | di ng 400

Suite 1800 _
Atlanta, GCeorgia 30328

LOCATI ON OF WORK:  Locat ed northeast of Northside Drive and 14**
Street, wthin the city of Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgia.

PRQIECT DESCRI PTI ON: To conduct the renediation of the Atlantic
Steel property.

ACRES OF WATERS OF THE U. S. | MPACTED. 3.75

| understand that the permtted activity is subject to a US.
Arny Corps of Engineers' Conpliance |nspection. [f I fail to
conply wth the "permt conditions at Part C of the Nationw de
Permt Program published in the Decenber 13, 1996, Federal
Register, Vol. 61, No. 241, Pages 65874-65922, it may be subject
to suspension, nodification, or revocation.

| hereby certify that the work authorized by the above referenced
ermt as well as any required mtigation (if applicable) has

een conpleted in accordance with the terns and conditions of the
said permt.

Si gnature of Permittee/Date
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
SAVANNAH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
NORTH AREA SECTION
3485 NORTH DESERT DRIVE
BUILDING 2, SUITE 102
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30344

REPLY TQ
ATTENTION OF:

WAy 12 200G

Regul atory Branch
980016990

Jacoby Atlantic Redevel opnent, LLC
Attention: M. Hlburn Hllestad
1000 Abernat hy Road

Bui | di ng 400

Suite 1800

Atlanta, Georgia 30328

Dear Dr. Hillestad:

| refer to the Pre-Construction Notification (PCN), submtted
on your behalf, requesti ng authorization to inpact 3.75 acres of
waters of the U S. in order to conduct the renediation of the
Atlantic Steel property, located northeast of Northside Drive and
14" Street, within the city of Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgia.
The proposed project's inpacts will be mtigated through the
applicant's contribution of $100,000 in funds to Sout heast
Waters. These funds will be used in their entirety by Southeast
Waters, in accordance with the plan outlined in the letter dated
March 24, 2000, to conduct streamrestoration activities within
the inmpacted watershed.

W have conpleted coordination with other federal and state
agencies as described in Part c(13) (e} of the encl osed excerpt
fromour Nationwi de Permt Program published in the
December 13, 1996, Federal Register,-Vol. 61, No. 241, Pages
65874- 65922 (61 FR).

As a result of our evaluation of your project, we have
determ ned that the proposed activity, as outlined in the
January 14, 2000 submittal, and amended March 24, 2000, is
aut hori zed under Nationwi de Permt No. 38 as described in Part
B(38) of the excerpt from6l FR  Your use of this Nationw de
Permt is valid only if the activity is conducted in accordance
with the information submtted and metsthe conditions
applicable to the Nationwide Permt as described at Part C of the
excerpt from61l FR W also require that you fill out and sign
the enclosed certification and return it to our office wthin 30
days of conpletion of the activity authorized by this permt.



This verification will be valid until February 11, 2002. I|f
you conmence or are under contract to conmence this activity
prior to February 11, 2002, you will have an additional 12 nonths
to conplete the authorized activity.

This aut horization should not be construed to nmean that any
future projects requirin% Department of the Army Authorization
woul d necessarily be authorized. Any new proposal, whether
associated with this project or not, would be evaluated on a
case-by-case basis. Any prior approval s would not be a
determning factor in naking a decision on any future request.

Revisions to your proposal may invalidate this authorization
In the event changes to this project are contenplated, | _
rﬁconneEd that you coordinate with us prior to proceeding with
t he work.

This communi cation does not convey any property rights,
either in real estate or material, or any exclusive privileges.
It does not authorize any injury to property or invasion of
rights, or any infringenment of federal, state, local |laws or

regul ations. It does not obviate the requirement to obtain state
or local assent required by law for the activity descri bed
her ei n. It does not affect your liability for damages that may

be caused by the work, nor does it authorize any interference
with any existing or proposed federal project.

~If you have any further questions or concerns pertaining to
this matter, please feel free to call M. Daniel J. Caprioli of
the Regul atory Branch at (404) 763-7943.

Sincerely, /

_{5/‘:—:’—,77/ v ’_"./ ER A / :
Edward B. Johnson Jr. _
Acting Chief, North Area Section

Encl osure




Copi es Fur ni shed:

U.S. Environnental Protection Agency
Wat er Managment Divi Sion

Wet | ands Section, Region |V

ATTN: M. WIlliam L. Cox, Chief

Atl anta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, CGeorgia 30303-3104

U S. Departnent of the Interior

Fish and Wldlife Service

ATTN. Ms. Sandra S. Tucker, Field Supervisor
247 Sout h Miiledge Avenue

At hens, Ceorgia 30605

Ceorgia Departnment of Natural Resources
Envi ronmental Protection Division

I ndustrial Waste Water Program

ATTN:. M. Mchael Creason

4220 International Parkway, Suite 101
Atlanta, Ceorgia 30354

M. John T. Vernont -
Rochester & Associates, Inc.

425 Cak Street, NW

Gai nesville, Georgia 30501
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CERTI FI CATI GV\\IVTCIJ-I: COVPLI ANCE
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NATIONWDE PERM T ( 38 )

PERM T FILE NUMBER (if applicable): 980016990
PERM TTEE: Jacoby Atlantic Redevel opnent, LLC
ADDRESS:

1000 Abernathy Road
Bui | di ng 400

Suite 1800 _
Atlanta, GCeorgia 30328

LOCATI ON OF WORK:  Locat ed northeast of Northside Drive and 14**
Street, wthin the city of Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgia.

PRQIECT DESCRI PTI ON: To conduct the renediation of the Atlantic
Steel property.

ACRES OF WATERS OF THE U. S. | MPACTED. 3.75

| understand that the permtted activity is subject to a US.
Arny Corps of Engineers' Conpliance |nspection. [f I fail to
conply wth the "permt conditions at Part C of the Nationw de
Permt Program published in the Decenber 13, 1996, Federal
Register, Vol. 61, No. 241, Pages 65874-65922, it may be subject
to suspension, nodification, or revocation.

| hereby certify that the work authorized by the above referenced
ermt as well as any required mtigation (if applicable) has

een conpleted in accordance with the terns and conditions of the
said permt.

Si gnature of Permittee/Date




ININND0A IAIHDOYEY vVd3 SN



* bt

L
!

CEPTORS INCTGATE IwPalls PLAN SCALE: 1' - 20@"
ILDtCS INDICATE 015PUACED BUTLDINGS tEOMCEFTUAL STAGE EFLOTI

DEPARTMENT (F TRANSPORTATION TRACFIC NOISE STUlY
TTATF 77 NraPard RFFFTVER FOCATTAN MaPy EXTSTING AMD FUTERE NO-BUILD CONDITION

-]
OF
Or
af
w
TS
O

[ 4
<
<
Q.
LU
7))
=




: A : e ] R e | :
d / [eeonis :
" - e -
; . »
o ; 7
m ““' ;
> - - ) | " ;
LEGEND e - ) - : p— S :
© RECEIVERS FOR NORTHSIDE DU/BISHO® 57, L Doz b i = Sgpe _ :
- PECEIVERS FOR MOML PARK/TECHWOOC DR /14TH BT, i H -—
puifeg Bl o i :
T TvERS Fem i , .
" e v - . . oaar .
60 hremren ttnet Tars ee PLAM SCALE: 1 2aa :
D BUILOTWGE MO Ea™C DISPLACES BIfLDINGS | CoMCERTUG. STABE STupe |
v AR, Marclend Aliobell DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TRAFFIC NDISE STUD™ R
T\ (8, Mayelond Alisbell: STATE OF GEORGIA RECEIVER LOCATION Ma®: FUTURE BUILD CONDITION anE

Awociaie. [nc. i




APPENDIX E

NOISE REPORTS
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X. NOISE

In compliance with 23 USC Section 109 (k) and (i), the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) established guidelines for the assessment of highway tic-generated noise. These
guidelines, published as Part 772 of Title 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations, provide procedures
to be followed in conducting noise analyses that will protect the public health and welfare. In
accordance with the Noise Control Act of 1972, coordination of this regulation with the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has been completed. The following assessment has been
prepared in accordance with 23 CFR Part 772.

A. Identification of Existing Activities or Land Uses Which May Be Affected by
Noise from the Proposed Atlantic Steel Re-development and 17* Street
Bridge/lnterchange

Existing activities and land uses were identified from on-site inspection and aerial
photography. Adjacent land use adong Northsde Drive and Bishop Street to the west ofthe Atlantic
Steel Site consists of small to medium size commercia businesses. Adjacent land use to the north
and the south of the site consists of primarily residential, with commercia development along 16™’
Street, Techwood Drive, and 14™ Street. East of the site, across the 1-75/85 connector in mid-town
Atlanta, land use consists of small and large scale commercial development.

B. Ambient Noise Survey and Model Methodology

The proposed mixed-use development and 17% Street bridge/Interchange is located within
an urban areathat is bisected by the [-75/85 Connector. The proposed bridge and interchange will
connect the site with the Atlanta mid-town area to the East. The location and nature of the proposed
project presents a complex and dynamic noise environment. Receivers can be affected by noise
levels from multiple sources, primarily vehicles, however, contributions from overhead commerciad
aircraft and helicopters, as well as construction equipment were noted during field investigations.
Existing noise measurements were taken at representative locations predicted to receive the largest
impact, where there was insufficient traffic data, and in areas where there exists a unique physical
situation. The L, noise levels were measured using the Brud & Kjaer Type 223 1 Modular Precision
Sound Level Meter system. Measurements were taken at mid-block locations and at intersections
in order to qualitatively inventory existing noise levels typical and representative of adjacent and
nearby sites. A list of sites, and there corresponding noise levels may be found in Table 1 and are
shown in Figure A-l in the Appendix.
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* These noise levels represent average of AM & PM levels shown in Table 6 in Appendix A.

Use the Tables and Figures.”

Page -2-

Receiver Number: see Tables and Figures in Appendix A.

Due to the bulk of material, the project was broken into five sections: see Appendix A, “How to

Area A' (Northside Drive); Distance from Nea'rest Existing Noise
Roadway Centerline Level {dBA)
1. Restaurant Parking Lot; corner of Northside Dr. @ Bishop St. (A4) 45' (Northside Dr.) 75
2. Office Building; westbound Bishop St., approaching Northside Dr. (A6) 40" (Bishop St.) 69
3. Office Building; corner of Hemphill Ave. @ 14™ St. (A14) 55' (Hemphill Ave.) 69 ;
Area B (Home Park Area and Techwood Drive):

1. Office/Warehouse Parking Lot; comer of State St. @ 14® St. (B1) 50" (State St.) 66 -
2. Parking Lot (Abandoned); westbound 16™ St. @ Atlantic St. (B5a) 45" (16™ Street) 64
3. Front of Office Building; eastbound 16™ St., east of Barnes St. (B10a) 35' (16™ Street) 70
4. Front of Office Building; southbound Techwood Dr. (B15a) 40' (Techwood Dr.) 74
5. Parking Lot across from a residence; northbound Fowler St. (B21) 35' (Fowler Street) 65
6. 15 St., between two residences; facing southbound State St. (B25) 55' (State Street) 60

Area C (Midtown Atlanta):
1. Grass yard in front of Funeral Home; eastbound 16® St. @ Spring St. (C5)|  45' (16™ Street) 68 -
2. Parking Lot at end of 17* Street Culdesac; facing northbound 1-75/85 (C8) 130" (1-75/85) 73*
3. Parking Lot; westside of Spring St. @ 17" St. (C13) 60" (Spring St.) 67 -
4. In front of Office Building; eastside of Spring St. @ 18" St. (C14) 55" (Spring St.) 71
5. Parking Lot; westside of West Peachtree St. @ Lombardy Way (C15) 70" (W. Peachtree St.) i —
6. Grass area; eastside of West Peachtree St., south of Lombardy Way (C16)| 65'(W. Peachtree St.) 70
7. Intersection of West Peachtree St. @ 17 St. (C17) 20" (17" Street) 73*
8. Pershing Point (triangle) Park; West Peachtree St. @ Peachtree St. (C19) 50" (Both) 70 -
9. Office Building; southbound Peachtree St. @ Buford Hwy. Connector 35" (Peachtree St.)

Area D (Ansley Park):

1. Residence; westbound Peachtree Circle (D1) 25" (Peachtree Circle)
2. Residence; eastbound 17* Street @ Peachtree Circle (D3) 25' (Peachtree Circle)

Area E (Atlantic Steel Site):
1. Outside abandoned warehouse; facing I-85 southbound off-ramp 300° 66*
2. Underneath Billboard sign; facing I-85 southbound off-ramp 100! 71*
3. North Comer of Atlantic Steel Site; facing I-75 southbound and 90" 5%

Amtrak train bridge, behind the retaining wall (E17) (and 20 above I-75)




Within the Home Park community adjacent to the proposed development, as well as the
Andey Park community on the east side ofmid-town, receivers were modeled a maor intersections,
as well as mid-block locations. Within their respective areas, the majority of residences lie
approximately the same distance from the roadway centerline due to required setbacks,
approximately 50 feet in Home Park, and between 35 and 50 feet in Ansely Park. With this
understanding, field measurements at each residence were not necessary since noise levels were
assumed to be the same on each side of the street. It should be noted that field measurements
represent an hour or afew hours of aday or days of datain an attempt to capture typical conditions
and there is always the posshility that the times chosen will not represent typical conditions and that
measurements may over or underestimate noise levels at that specific time.

C. Existing and Future Noise Levels

Existing and future traffic noise levels aong the Interstate and the associated roadways were
calculated using the FHWA Highway Traffic Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-m-77-108;
STAMINA 2.0). This model arrives at a predicted noise level through a series of adjustments to a
reference sound level. Inputs to the model include existing and future peak hour traffic volumes,
approximate vehicle speed, traffic mix, roadway design characteristics, and topography under the
build/no-build conditions. Use of this model is endorsed by FHWA and tests have shown a high
correlation between noise levels measured along existing highways and computed noise levels for
the same highway section. Unlike field measurements, calculated noise levels utilize monthly and
yearly traffic data that more accurately represent typical conditions. One hundred sites (24 within
the proposed development - see Table A-2 in Appendix A) were modeled and the resulting levels
were used to extrapolate noise levels at nearby and adjacent sites.

Where appropriate and feasible, the model took into account any shielding given by natural
terrain (earth berms) and man-made features (buildings and retaining walls) that could have
obstructed the sound propagation path. The STAMINA modd cannot accurately modd the dynamic
traffic conditions found in an urban grid roadway network which experiences frequent vehicle starts
and stops; therefore, arterial roadway segments were analyzed using posted or observed average
speeds where reasonable. All interstate segments were assigned peak hour speeds corresponding to
the specific capacity of that section of roadway (see Table 2). Two percent of total traffic consisted
of trucks (1.5% medium trucks, 0.5% heavy trucks), reflecting the existing ban on heavy truck (over
six wheels) through-traffic on radial freeways within [-285.

Page -3-
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Leve of Service Operating Speed Design Capacity
A 60 mph 800 vplph**
B > /=155 mph 1200 vplph
C > /=350 mph 1700 vplph
D > /=45 mph 2050 vplph
E > /=30 mph 2200 vplph
F < 30 mph 2200 + vplph

* Modified table from pg. 3-9, 1994 Highway Capacity Manual.
**Measured units are vehicles per lane per how (vplph).

D. Deter mination of Impacts

Predicted traffic generated noise levels were compared with existing levels and with the noise
abatement criteria to determine where noise impacts would occur. Two methods are used to identify
noise impacts. The first is acomparison of predicted noise levels with the noise abatement criteria
(see Table A-l in Appendix A). The L,, descriptor is preferred by the Georgia Department of
Transportation (GDOT) for highway related projects, and was used in this analysis. A 70dBA L,
criterion has been established for schools, libraries, residences, churches, playgrounds and
recreational areas and 75 dBA L, criterion has been established for commercia activities. Any
predicted noise increase from the proposed project which approaches or exceeds the applicable noise
abatement criterion is considered an impact. Georgia DOT has defined approach to mean within one
decibel of the noise abatement criterion. For indoor activities, impacts are assessed using category
E of'the criterion. No receivers of thistype were analyzed. The following table lists the number and
types of sites which would be impacted on the basis of their noise abatement criteria:

2025 No-build 2025 Build

b s it i

1998 Existing

[Residences 3 12 4
Apartment bmldmgs/Cme.:lommmms (# of units unknown at N/A N/A 6
this time; all located within the proposed development)

Commercial Businesses 7 18 12

The second method of determining noise impacts involves the amount of increase from
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existing to future noise levels, and assesses impacts where there is a “substantial increase” from
existing levels. GDOT considers a substantial increase to be 10 dBA or more. Because the proposed
project does not involve the construction of a major new location facility through an undevel oped
area, few existing receptors would be impacted on the basis of substantia increases. Two residences
within Home Park experienced a substantial increase under the future No-Build condition, and one
commercial business experienced a substantial increase under the future Build condition. It was
understood that future noise levels within the proposed Atlantic Steel site redevelopment would be
substantially greater than the existing measured levels; however, since there is no exterior existing
nosie-sensitive land use at these locations, impacts may only be assessed baaed on the noise
abatement criterion (method one).

E. Noise Abatement Considerations and Alternative Abatement Measures

Noise abatement was considered for the 22 sites (6 within the proposed development)
predicted to be impacted. A number of conditions were taken into account at impacted sites to
determine the feasibility of abatement. First, noise abatement was not considered for sites which
would be displaced or constructed as a result of this project). Second, noise abatement was not
considered where the predicted noise level was less than 60 dBA L,,, the noise abatement criterion
for “lands on which serenity and quiet are of extraordinary significance...” (Table 2)*. Third, where
barriers were considered, a miniium five decibel noise reduction had to be achieved in order to
justify construction of the barrier. Fourth, cost per benefitted unit for a noise barrier is aways a
consideration in determining whether awall is economically reasonable. Most recently, $25,000 per
benefitted unit has been used by Georgia DOT as a cost criteria guideline of economic
reasonableness. In thisinstance the project is are-development of an isolated brown field site with
new location access roadways and auxiliary access improvements. From the outset it was realized
that the existing urban environment already experienced relatively high noise levels and that noise
impacts associated with this project are unavoidable and difficult to abate, occurring primarily along
existing corridors. The effectiveness of anoise barrier is primarily dependent on its height, length,
and location with respect to the noise source (traffic) or recelver (sensitive area). Barriers are
normally most effective when located close to the noise source or receiver. Noise barriers should
be high enough to effectively block noise sources (tires, engine, exhaust) and long enough to
maintain effectiveness at sensitive sites near the barrier ends. The optimum situation of the use of

3 Refer to the Conceptud Stage study for the listing of al relocated and/or demolished structures.

No “Category A” activities were found aong the project.

Page -5-




-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

noise barriers results when a dense concentration of impacted sSites is directly adjacent to the highway
right-of-way. In these instances, one barrier can result in the protection of a substantial number of
people. Among the most common barriers are earth berms and free-standing walls. A noise barrier
was evaluated at one location for decibel reduction, cost per unit, total cost and feasibility for
construction and is identified below (refer to Figure A-2 for approximate location):

L A barrier approximately 500 feet long and 7 to 10 feet tall beginning just south of the 14%
Street bridge extending south, mounted on top of the existing retaining wall/Jersey barrier
adjacent to I-75/85 would reduce noise levels at the impacted two-story hotel by 5to 7
decibels and would benefit approximately 67 individual hotel rooms.

There were no other sites determined reasonable or feasible for noise barriers. Abatement
measures other than barriers such as traffic management, ateration of horizontal and vertical
alignments, and acquisition of rights-of-way to serve as buffer zones, were considered. These
measures were found to be infeasible or ineffective or would not meet abatement conditions. Traffic
management measures exterior to the proposed development would be implemented to the extent
that heavy truck through traffic would be prohibited. Horizontal alignments have been designed to
avoid displacements along the corridor. Acquiring rights-of-way to serve as buffer zones would be
prohibitively disruptive and expensive, and there are no adequate locations where county owned
right-of-way is open to be used for this purpose.

Asfinal plan development proceeds, further refinement of the placement and configuration
of the proposed barrier will continue. Changes in land use would have a bearing on plans for
abatement. There is a possibility that, by the time construction would commence, commercial
development would have displaced receivers and other noise sensitive areas identified in this
analysis where a barrier is now proposed. Should this occur, the barrier(s) would not be built.
Similarly, a continuing trend toward high density residential development would cause a
reassessment of barrier feasibility, partly due to the difficulty of providing abatement for multi-story
buildings and partly because the units would have been built after public knowledge of the proposed
project and its predicted nosie impacts.

Topography, relocation, high unit cost, or acombination of all of these factors made it infeasible or
unreasonable to place barriers for some noise impacted sites. These sites are described below:

2. The impacted commercial building adjacent to the proposed 16™ Street Extension
(approaching Northside Dr.) within the proposed development has little or no noise senstive
outdoor land use with windows closed year-round. Exterior human activity is limited to the
parking lot. Effective abatement would be unreasonable, and would limit access to the
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building from the adjacent street.
3. The two houses along westbound 14® Street and one house along eastbound 14* Street are
currently impacted, and would continue to be impacted as aresult of the project. Effective

noise barriers for these sites would not be reasonable and would limit access to the adjacent
Street.

4, Exterior areas in the rear parking lot (facing Williams Street) and front entrance (facing 14®
Street) of the hotel at the corner of Williams Street and 14" Street would be impacted. Noise
abatement for this building and other commercia structures, with little or no noise-sensitive
outdoor land use and closed windows year-round is limited to the ground floor areas, and
would not be impacted internally. Because all first floor receivers of the hotel are located
25 feet above the elevation of the nearest roadway (Williams Street), noise abatement is
unfeasible.

5. The exterior area of a multi-story office complex, located immediately south of the proposed
17" Street bridge/Interchange, would be impacted by the elevated northbound exit ramp as
it approaches 17" Street. As is the case with site # 3 above, any noise abatement would be
limited to the ground floor recelvers. A structure barrier mounted on top of the ramp Jersey
barrier would provide limited noise abatement, affecting only those building floors directly
adjacent to the ramp profile, and provide no abatement to ground floor tenants. However,
as there is no exterior human activity in this area, interior noise levels would have to be
studied on a specific basis. The cost of combining a structure barrier for the ramp and a
barrier mounted on the retaining wall above Williams Street would require two separate
barriers costing approximately $125,000, and is not considered reasonable.

F. Construction noise

Although temporary in nature, construction noise can, at times, interfere with day-to-day activities.
Construction equipment for this project will be required to have factory-installed mufflers or their
equivalent in good working order during the life of the construction contracts; and where feasible,
construction should be limited to daylight hours whenever possible. Where noise sensitive areas
abut construction areas, temporary fences or barriers may be erected to break the line of site of the
receiver with the noise source. These fences should be of a solid texture, such as wood or metal,
rather than chain-linked.
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APPENDIX K

Noise Data

- Receptor Locations and Information
- Instructions on Use of Tables and Attached Maps
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The following maps and tables give receptor locations and noise levels. Receptors are sites
which were computer modeled for prediction of noise levels. The tables show existing levels (both
modeled and ambient), design year (2025) noise levels, and the change in noise levels from existing
to future no-build and build condition, and the change in noise levels between the future build and
no-build conditions. Time-variance as it relates to highway traffic noise, can fluctuate between
intensely loud and quieter periods. Traffic noise will peak with the passage of a heavy truck and
have quiet intervals when there is little or no traffic. To adequately characterize the hourly
contributions of highway noise it is examined using statistical values, primarily the L, (hourly
equivalent sound level), and the L, the sound level exceeded 10 percent of a specific time period.
While both are accepted by FHWA and Georgia DOT, the L, is preferred for anayzing traffic noise
because it describes the manner in which traffic noise levels are distributed in time between noise
sources whose time histories are similar, i.e. highways. Some receptors modeled originally will be
acquired for rights-of-way, or as part of the proposed development. Noise levels for these sites are
shown; however, abatement was not considered since they will be replaced or relocated.

L, (h) Lo (h) Description of Activity Category

A, Land on which serenity and quiet are of extraordinary importance and where the
preservation of those qualities is essential ifthe area is to continue to serve its intended
purpose; i.e., an outdoor amphitheater.

57 60
(Exterior) (Exterior)

67 70 B; Picnic Aress, recregtion areas, playgrounds, active sports areas, parks, residences,
(Exterior) (Exterior} | motels, hotels, schools., churches.. libraries.. and hospitals. |
72 75 C; Developed lands, properties, or activities not included in Categories A or B above

(Exterior) (Exterior) | (commercid).

- - D; Undeveloped Lands.

52 55 E; Residences, motels, hotels, public meeting rooms, schools, churches, libraries,
(Interior) (Interior) { hospitals, and auditoriums.

Note: Either L, or L,, (h) (but not both) may be used on a project.
Source: Federal-Aid Highway program Manual, Transmittal 348, August 9, 1982, Val. 7, Ch. 7, Sec. 3.
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How to use the following tables and attached maps:

1 Find the desired receptor location on the map and note the letter and number associated with
it.

2. Go to Table A-2, find the appropriate area corresponding to the location on the map, and
locate the receptor number.

3. Read the table horizontally to obtain receptor noise level information. (If a particular
receptor is not included, or is located outside of the areas of impact, it would not be
impacted.

Note: Receptors that are going to be acquired as a result of the transportation improvement portion
of the project have been shaded solid on the attached maps. Abatement measures were
therefore not considered for these receptors.

Example:

Figure A-2: Receptor B27 (residence) is located along northbound State Street within the
Home Park Community.
Receptor B27 isrepresented on the second page of Table A-2.
Noise levels for B27 are:

Ambient: 60 dBA (L,,), measured

63 dBA (L,,) calculated (am)
Future noise level under no-build alternative: 72 dBA (L) calculated (pm)
Future noise level under the build alternative: 66 dBA (L,,) calculated

Increase with no-build Alternative: §-10dB
Increase with build Alternative: 3-4dB
Difference between build and no-build: S-6dB

Notes regarding receptors in Table A-2:

All receivers shown represent exterior locations.

Numbers in bold at specific receptors indicate noise impacts as per the NAC.

Negative numbers represent reductions in noise levels at that location.

All noise impacts for Area E receptors are assessed under theirproposed land uses.

Under the site location column the letters in parentheses indicate the side of the street on
which the receptor was modeled, e.g. NB = northbound side, etc.

A-2



TABLE A-2: TRAFFIC NOISE LEVELS
—_ 17TE  BRIDGET IRCHANG]  ATLANTIC STEEL SITE REDEVELOPMENT _
ﬁ ‘eceive Existing Site Location pprox. Dist. Ta | Ficld Reading | Ixisting Conditions | Future No-Bwild| Change from Existing | “uture Build | hangefromExisting Change from Future
g P4 Land Identification Exist AProp.) 1999 1998 2028 to Futare No-Build 2025 to Future Build da-Build to Future Builc
g Tambe: Use (Closest Roadway) Centerline @ 1o (dBAL10) (dBALIO) (dBAL10) @B, 10) (dBALI0) (dBALIO)
- Catogory (feet) av | e | am | Lav ] av | oom | am| ] M [ @ | _aM M)
Al “ommercial |Northside Dr. (SB) (@ Bishop St. 80 75 — 70 70 72 1, 2 I 721 72 2 2 0 I
& | A2 | Sommercial |Bishop St (W)@ Northsido Dr. 100 63 63 67 | 67 4 4 68 | 67 5 4 1 0
o Al Jommercial [Bishop St. (WB), mid-block 45 69 — 68 68 1, 70 4 2 72 1 70 4 2 4] 1
-'g A4 “ommercial [Bishop St (WB); mid-block 45 67 67 70 | 69 4 2 71| 69 4 2 0 0
= As ommercial |Bldg Cotrer; New 17th St. (EE) 70 70 1, 12 72 2 1 2173 2 2 0 |
g | A6 | commercial |Bidg Comer New 17th st ER) 170 / (100) 62 62 | 66 | 66 4 4 67 | 66 | 5 5 1 0
< § A7 Zommercial [Bldg. Comer; Northside Dr. (NB) 55 72 73 74 | 14 2 1 74| 74 2 2 0 1
-4 A8 Jommercial |Bldg. Face, New 16th St. (BB) 180/(30) 64 65 66 66 2 1 mnjyn 7 7 5 6
E A9 Sommercial |Bldg Face, New 16th 5t. (EB) 380 / (30) 59 59 6, 6, 2 2 70 17, 11 12 9 10
B | A10 | commercial {Bldg Comer, Hemphil Ave. (NB) 60 / (85) 69 0 | 2| 72 3 3 70| 7, 1 . 2 -1
g All “ommercial |Hemphill Ave, (NB) 55/(135) 69 — 68 69 72 71 4 2 68 | 69 0 0 -4 -2
Z | A12 | commercial |Bldg Face; 14th St (WB) 85 (105) 66 67 | 70 | 70 4 3 68 | 69| 2 1 2 -1
Al3 “ommercial |Bldg Face, 14th St. (WB) 65 66 69 70 70 4 1 _61 70 __3‘___ 1 -1 0
T | 7| "B | Commercial |Parking Lot; State St (5B) /@ Q| =76 [e6| 2| 0| 7 5 |57 |68 | 2 2 | 7= 3
B2 | Residence |Bldg Face: State 5L (SB) 50 63 63 n| n 8 9 Disg | ced Iy -
B3 | Residonce |Bldg Pace; Stato St (SB) 60 62 | 62 | 70| 2} s 1 |66 |es| 4 3 4 g
E B4 Residence  |Bldg. Fece; 16th St. (BB) 32.5 (350} 57 56 61 62 4 6 58 | 59 1 3 -3 -3
6 | BS | Residonce |Bldg Face; 16th St (EB) 180/ (205) 58 57 1 62 | 63 4 6 61 | 62 3 5 -1 -1
§ B6 Residence |Bldg Face; 16th SL (BB) 175 /(200) 59 57 62 63 3 6 61 | 62 2 5 -1 -1
3 B7 Residence |Bldg Face; 16th 5t. (EB) 175 / (200) 59 57 62 63 3 6 6, | 62 2 5 -1 -1
B | B8 | Residencs |Rldg Face; 16th st (uB) 180 / (205) 59 58 | 62 | 63 3 5 6, | 62 2 4 -1 -1
m | B | B9 | Residenco [Bldg Face; 16th St (BB) 130/(155) 61 59 | 64 | 64 3 5 53 |64 | 2 5 -1 0
_% B10 | Residence |[Bldg Face; 16th St. (BB) 45 / (10) 66 63 | 70| 1 4 8 Disg | ced 4
& | B10a | Residence |Bldg Face; 16th St. (BB) 35/(60) 0| — | 68 66 | 72 | 13 4 7 Displaced N/A
2 | Bil | Residonce [Bidg Facs; 1651 @B) 40 / (65) 67 65 1 71| m 4 7 Displaced N/A
B | B12 | conmecial [Bidg Faes; 1651 B) 60/(85) 68 66 | 70 | 70 2 4 59 | 70 1 4 -1
= | BI13 | ‘ommercisl |Bldg Face; 16th St. (BB) s0 (75) 70 69 | 2] 72 2 3 no72 t 3 -1 0
Bl4 Jommercis]l |Bldg. Facs; Techwood Dr. (SB) 65 / (75) 70 70 70 70 0 0 59 69 -1 -1 -1 -1
B15 ommercial |Bldg. Face; Techwood Dr. (SB) 50/ (60) 70 70 70 71 0 1 59 69 -1 -1 -1 -2
_ 1_31_51 ommercial |In front of B15, for comparison 40 /(50) H| - 75 74 76 76 1 2 73 | 73 -2 -1 -3 -3
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TABLE A-2: TRAFFIC NOISE LEVELS

17TH ST. BRIDGEM RCHANG]  ATLANTIC S | iL SITERF| VELOPMENT
g ecelvel Existing Site Location Approx. Dist. To | field Reading | dsting Conditions | iture No-Builc |  hange from Existing | ‘uture Build | ‘hange from Existing Change from Future
E Land Identificstion Bxist./(Prop.) 1999 1998 2025 o Future No-Build 2025 to Future Build No-Build to Future Build
£ | ombe Use (Closest Rosdway) Conterline | @ o | @& o | @ o | _@¢ 1w | 19 (dBALI0) (dBALLO)
| —o Category (feet) AN M| AM [ @M | AM | PM) | AM (PM) AM | EM| AM (PM) AM (M)
Bi6 Commercial |Bldg Face, Techwood Dr. (SB) 65/(75) 72 72 73 73 | 1 7 71 -1 -1 -2 -2
B17 Commercial |Bldg Face; Techwood Dr. (SB) 751 (85) 70 70 7 71 1 1 & 9.2._ -1 -1 -2 -2
Bl7a | Commercial |Bldg Face, Techwood Dr. (SB) 70/ (60) ! L 72 72 1 I Dis) ffﬂ N/A
¥ Bl18 | Commercial |Bldg Facs, Techwood Dr. (SB} 60/(70) 71 71 73 74 2 3 ii| 7t 0 0 -2 3
% Bl19 Commercial |Bldg Face, 14th St. (WB) 55 mn 72 74 75 3 3 71 71 0 -1 3 -4
]g: B20 | Commercial [Bldg Face, 1dth St. (BB) 90 / (35) 72 72 73 74 1 2 74 |75 2 3 1 I
2 Commercial |Hote), facing Cannector (SB) 170 77 7 6| 16| a | fw]| 1 -1 0 0
S | B21b | Commercial [Hotel, facing Connector (SB) 140 74 76 |76 | 75 2 (y |[76 |75 2 -1 0 0
§ B22 Residence |Parking Lot; Fowler St. (NB) 35 65 64 63 64 64 0 1 63 62 -1 -1 -1 -2
E B23 Commercial |Bldg. Face; 14th St. (EB) 60 69 70 73 74 4 4 70 T 1 1 -3 -3
5 | B2t | Reidewo [Bidg Faces 165t V) 60 69 70 | 73| 14| 4 4 69 | 71 0 1 4 3
'1_: B25 Residence |Bldg Face; 14th St. (WB) 60 69 70 73 74 4 4 70 0} 1 | -3 3
| B2 Residence | Bldg Face; 14th St (BE) 40 71 72 73 | 74 2 2 72 |73 1 1 -1 -1
B27 Residence |Bldg. Face; State St. (NB) 55 60 — 63 62 i | 72 8 10 66 66 3 4 -5 -6
B28 Residence |Bldg. Face; State St. (NB) 55 63 63 71 72 8 9 66 66 3 3 -5 -6
_ 29_ Residence [Bldg. Face; State St. (NB) 50 _ _ i iq_ 1_2_ l _6___ 8 68 _@_ 2_ __2__' -4 6
Cl Commercial {Hotel; 14th St. @ Williams 135/ (85) 74 73 74 74 0 1 ii| 74 0 1 0 0
C2 Commercial [|Hotel; 14th 5t. @ Williams 160 / (110} 73 73 74 74 1 1 73 |73 0 0 -l -1
c3 Commercial [|Warchouss, Williams St. (NB) 85/(25) 76 76 76 76 0 0 78 | 79 2 3 2 3
C4 Commercia} [[Funeral Home; Williams St. (NB} 110/ (70) 75 74 74 75 1) 1 74 75 -1 1 0 0
g Cs Commercial ||16th St. {EB) @ Spring St 45 68 - 67 67 69 69 2 2 69 69 2 2 0 0
§ Cé Commercial |Williams St. (NB), 1-75/85 (NB) 120/ (40) 73 72 73 71 0 48] 75 73 2 1 2 2
2 c7 Commezcisl [[Williams St (NB}, cul-de-sac 155/ (80) 12 7t 72 70 0 (1) 7 |n 0 0 0 1
B | 8 | Commercial [Williams St (NB); 175785 (¥B) 130 72l nn | 3| 2| o o |5 || 2 2 2 2
T'J c9 Commercial [IWilliams St. (NB); cul-de-sac 195/ (120) 70 68 70 68 0 0 70 69 0 1 0 |
g Cl0 Commercial ||Williams St. (NB); I-75/85 (NB) 150 / (80} T 69 T 69 0 0 72 |11 1 2 1 2
E C11 Commercial [[Williams St. (NB); New 17th 5t. 150 /(115) 70 68 70 67 0 n T |1 1 3 | 4
9| 012 | Commercial [[Williams St (NBY, New 17th St. 280/ (125) 68 | 67 |69 | 67 | 1 o | [w] 2 3 1 3
g Cl13 Commercial [{Parking Lot; Spring St. (NB) 60 67 70 68 72 71 2 3 72 71 2 3 0 0
< | Cl4 Commercial [{Spring St. (SB) @ 18th St. 55 71 72 70 73 72 1 2 3 1 1 0 -1
g Cl15 Commercial ||Patking Lot; W. Peachtree (NB) 70 - 71 69 71 T 74 2 3 71 72 2 2 0 -2
- Cl6 Commercial ||W. Pchiree (NB) @ Lmbdy Way 65 T 70 69 71 71 74 2 3 71 72 2 | 0 -2
E Cl17 Commercial |[17th St. (WB) @ W. Pchtr. 5¢. 20 71 74 72 74 74 76 2 2 74 76 2 2 0 0
Ccl8 Commercial ||17th St. (EB), app.. Pehtr. St. 40 66 67 69 68 3 1 70 |72 4 5 | 4
C19 Commercial ||W. Pchir. St. (NB} @ Pehtr. St 50 6¢ 70 68 70 74 17 6 7 75 76 7 6 I -1
€20 |_Commercil |[Pohr. (SB) @ Buf. Huy. Comn 35 n|lnuln|mlnslnl 3 |; 75 |17 | 4 4 0 1




TABLE A-2: TRAFFIC NOISE LEVELS
17TH . BRIDGEM RCHANGE & ATLANTIC STELZL SITER S VELOPMENT
o Existing Site Location \pprox. Dist. To | 7ield Reading | Existing Canditions | Future No-Buil *hange [rom Existing | "uture Build | Change from Existing Change from Future
h g 5 Land Identification Bxist AProp.) 1999 1998 2025 to Future No-Build 2025 to Future Build lo-Build to Future Build
g Use (Closest Roadway) Centerline (dBAL10) (dBAL10) @B 10) | _ (dBALIO @B 10) (dBAL10) (dBA L10)
z N I (feet) am o] av Joem [av|pv| av | oo | av|vg| av T oM AM FM)
D1 Residential {Beverly Street - Mid-block 60 65 65 66 66 i 1 56 | 66 1 1 0 0
Ll D2 | Commerciat g"fw‘: aees N come, Feachizee 3t 55 | By | 1 2 || 1 2 0 0
z D3 | Residential [Peachtree Circte - Mid-block 60 66 | — | 65 66 {67 | 67 | 2 | 66 | 68 1 2 -1 1
_g D4 Residential |17th Street - Mid-block 40 65 65 66 66 1 1 66 67 1 2 1] 1
: ~ % DS | Commercial %}d;;“;:; NE comer, Peachtres St 30 68 68 | 70 | 70 2 2 69 | 69 1 1 -1 -1
u g D6 Residential | 16th St. - Mid-block 30 65 65 67 67 2 2 67 | 67 2 2
D7 | Residential g“g‘;;’;";‘f NE comer, Peachiree 90 66 | 67 | 68 | 60 | 2 2 |68 |60 | 2 2
o D8 Residential }15th St. - Mid-block 75 62 63 64 65 2 2 64 | 65 2 2
n D9 | Commercial B@f“lﬁ“gf‘ NE comer, Peachizco 5. 100 66 | 67 | 68 | 69 | 2 2 |68 |69 | 2 2
DI1¢ Commercial |14th 5t - Mid-block 40 69 70 72 73 3 3 71 72 2 2 -1 -1
|7 | E1 | Commercat Bldg. Face; 16th St. (WB) (55) - T None exceeded 55 dB NZA |5 >10dB > 18 dB
m E2 Commercial |Bldg Face, 16th St. (WB) (30) None exceeded 55 dB NZA - | 70 > 10 dB >10dB
E3 Residential |Bldg. Fece; 17th St. (EB) (90) None exceeded 55 dB N/A — | 66 >10dB > 10 4B
> E4 Residential [Bldg. Face, 17th St. (EB) (50) None exceeded 55 dB N/ZA — | 68 >10dB >10dB
H E5 Residential [Bldg Face; 17th St (HB) (40) None exceeded 55 dB N/A - |70 >10dB >10dB
: E6 Residential |Bldg Face, 17th St (EB) (35) None exceeded 55 dB NZA — |70 >10dB > 10dB
E7 Commuarcial |Bldg Face; 17th 5t. (EB) (70) None exceeded 55 dB NZA 68 >10dB > 10 4B
U E ES Commercial |Bldg Face; 17th St. (EB) (70) None exceeded 55 dB NZA — | 69 >10dB >10dB
E E9 Commercial |Bldg Face; 17th St. (BB) (80) None exceeded SS dB NZA — | 68 >10dB >10dB
m — El0 Commercial |Bldg Face; 17th St. (BE) (70) None excecded 55 dB N/ZA — | 69 >10dB >10dB
< r% Eil Residentia! |Bldg, Face; 16th St. (EB) 157(25) NITA N/ZA — | 72 >10dB > 104dB
- g EI2 Residential |Bldg Face; 16th St. (EB) 20/(30) NZA N/ZA — |72 >10dB > 10 dB
< E13 | Commercial JAtl Steel Site, 16th St. (WB) 70/ (20} N/A NZA 72 >10dB > 10dB
{ o | EI4 | Commercial JAt. Steel Site; 16th St. (WB) 80/ (20) NZA N/ZA 73 >10dB >104dB
n ,§ E15 Commercial JAtl Steel Site; 1-85 8B ramp 300 67 65 65 64 64 64 NITA — | 69 — 5 —_ 5
% | E16 | Commercial [AtlSteel Site; 185 SB remp 100 72 | 70 70 70 69 | 70 N/A — |73 — 3 — 3
m E EI7 Commercial [ Atl Steel Sits; 1-85 SB ramp 90 66 64 66 65 64 64 N/ZA - | 64 — -1 —
EI8 | Commercial [Bldg Facs; Lyle St. (SB) () None exceeded 55 dB N/A — |70 >10dB > 10 dB
m, EI9 | Commercial |Bldg Face; 17th 5L (WE) (60) None exceeded 55 dB NZA — | 70 >10dB > 10 dB
Commercial ||Bldg. Face; 17th St. (WB) (60) None exceeded 55 dB NZA — | 70 >10dB >10dB
: E21 Commercial [[Bldg. Face; Stata St. (NB) (50) None exceeded 55 dB NZA — | 69 > 10 dB > 10 dB
E22 | Residential [{Bldg Face; 17th St. (WB) (30) None exceeded 55 dB NZA — |70 >104B >10dB
E23 Residential ||Bldg. Face; 17th St. (WB) (60) None exceeded 55 dB N/ZA - | 65 >10dB > 10dB
_ | E24 |_Residential ||Bidg Fece, 17th 5t (WB) (40) N None exceeded 55 dB N/A | 69 > 10 dB > 104dB




ININWND0A IAIHDOYY YVd3 SN



	Pages 1-45
	Pages 46-175
	Pages 260-354

